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July 8, 2004 
Ms. Pat Bartholomew 
Court Clerk, Utah Supreme Court 
450 South State, 5th Floor 
P.O. Box 140210 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-0210 
Re: State v. Liza Victoria Corwell Case No. 20030667 
Dear Ms. Bartholomew: 
Based on Utah Rule of Appellate Procedure 24(i), counsel for Appellant Liza Victoria Corwell 
informs this Court of two recent decisions that it issued following the completion of the briefing 
in this appeal. Both parties on appeal have relied on the Utah Court of Appeals' decisions in 
State v. Dean. 2002 UT App 323, 57 P.3d 1106, and State v. Hittle. 2002 UT App 134, 47 P.3d 
101. This Court recently exercised its certiorari authority to review these decisions. See State v. 
Dean, 2004 UT 46, P.3d ; State v. Hittle. 2004 UT 46, P.3d . But, this Court 
reviewed both of those cases under a plain error standard of review because the parties failed to 
preserve the issues in the trial court. Dean, 2004 UT 46,^14-23; Hittle, 2004 UT 46,f 5. In 
contrast, Ms. Corwell specifically preserved her issues relating to Utah Rule of Criminal 
Procedure 11. If this court would like any further assistance in discussing these cases or with any 
other matter in this appeal, he would be happy to do so. 
Sincerely, 
Kent R. Hart 
cc: Ken Bronston, Utah Attorney General's Office 
